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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Applicant's representatives suggested claim language as to forming 
the TFTs from the same layer thus achieving better uniformity. Examiner indicated that Asai also taught desire for TFT 
uniformity such that the suggested language would not overcome the rejection. Representatives also pointed to the 
language of claim 25 as to the cross arrangement, as shown in fig. 1 1 A, arguing it is not taught by the prior art or Asai. 
Examiner agreed it was not immediately apparent that either reference taught the arrangement and it would be 
considered further when a response is filed. Finally, representatives inquired about restriction of potential additional 
claims drawn to the analog transistors having dimensions twice that of the digital transistors. Examiner indicated that 
on first blush, such claims would likely not be restricted as a separate species as they did not appear mutually 
exclusive. 
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